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; included in the Act of 1815 as general prac-
titioners ?-I believe so; and we were always
prepared to admit both them and surgeons
and assistant-surgeons of the East India

Company. I do not know that any prose-
cutions have ever been instituted by our
Society against them for contravening the
statute of 1815.
45.-Of all the branches of the medical

profession, is not that of the general prac.
titioners the most important, from their
numbers and large proportion of practice,
and their respectability ? - I think it is so.
46.-Ought the examination of candidates

for this branch of the profession to be en-
trusted to aboard otherwise constituted than
the board of your Society ?-Not until it
is made out that the Apothecaries’ Com-
pany do not fulfil their duties. 

47. Do you see any objections to joining
deputies from the Colleges of Surgeons and
Physicians with members of your Society,
to examine candidates as general practition-
ers ?-I do see many objections to such a
course. Until a better understanding sub-
sists between the three branches, I appre-
hend that a board so composed would be
generally disputing and wrangling, and that

- the apothecaries would have no chance at all
with the physicians and surgeons.

48. Has there not been a disposition on
the,part of the Colleges of Physicians and
Surgeons to look upon apothecaries as an
inferior branch of the profession ?-I very
much fear that, as the general practitioner
may be presumed to stand in the place of
both the physician and the surgeon, those
two bodies ivould attempt, as far as lay in
their power, to depress still lower the claarac-
ter of the general practitioners.
49.-If a Bill for amending the Act of

1815 were introduced into Parliament, how
far would it be supported by your Society ?
- am not prepared to answer that ques-
tion.
50.-Ought not all general practitioners

to be eligible to a general medical council or
board?- I really can see no objection.

51.&mdash;Ought not a person licensed in Eng-
land, Scotland, or Ireland, to be privileged
to exercise his profession throughout every
part of the United Empire? - Yes, I think
so, and to be eligible, as medical officers, for
election to county infirmaries, jails, &c.

52.&mdash;Has your Society any reason to doubt
whether the board of examiners may law-

fully examine candidates on midwifery ?-
Yes, there are great doubts.
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53. You formerlv acted as chairman to

the General Association of Apothecaries and
Surgeon - apothecaries of England and
Wales?-I did.

54. Was the Act of 1815 occasioned by
the proceedings and petitions of that Asso-
ciation ?--Unquestionably.

55. Was the Bill passed in such a shape as
the Association approved of ?-Not exactly.
The Act differed very much from the pro-
posed Bill; however, the Bill drawn by the
Society of Apothecaries was submitted to
the Association, and we assented to it, find-
ing that we could do no better. The prin-
cipal opposition to the Bill prepared by the
Association, was made by the Colleges of
Physicians and Surgeons. The Bill was also
most strenuously opposed by the chemists
and druggists, but they withdrew on the in-
troduction of the clause reserving to them
their rights.

56.&mdash;On the passing of the Act, were the
Society of Apothecaries disposed to carry
the statute into effect in a manner conducive
to the public interest?-Undoubtedly so,

generally speaking, but it required some
trouble to convince them of the course they
ought to pursue. In fact, it seemed to come
upon them by surprise; for although they
had solicited the Bill, yet I am sure the

greater part of them did not know the im-
portant duties and powers which had de-
volved upon them.
57.-Is the course of study enjoined by the

examiners, making allowance for the difficul-
ties with which they have to contend, cretlit-
able to them ?-Highly so. When the court
of examiners first began, they were quite
aware that students in general were not pre-
pared for a very rigid examination; and
therefore they confined themselves to a
more limited range : but since that period
they have very properly required a much
more complete examination, and, in my
opinion, a very effective one.

58.&mdash;Would not the appointment of some
licentiates of the Society to be examiners
be a proper measure ? - Undoubtedly. It
would be proper even to make a selection
of examiners out of the whole profession.
By restricting themselves in the way they
have done, the Society have not had so good
a court as they might have had.
59.-Has not the Society selected for pro-

secution men of the largest practice, and
left the most ignorant unmolested ?&mdash;I can-
not say.

60.&mdash;Must not that be the necessary re-
sult of their being guided in their choice of
objects for legal proceedings solely by the
representations of individuals, generally ac-
tuated by motives of tivalry and piivate in-
terest ?&mdash;I admit that, of course, under such
circumstances, they must be partial i.1 their
selections.
61.- What does each prosecution cost?-

1 have heard that it costs 3601. or 4001.

i 62 -So that, unless to the right of prose-cuting you superadd enormous funds. thepresent plan of putting down unqualified
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practitioners will not succeed ?-It is only a
check upon them.

63. Should you prefer that a board of ex-
aminers appointed to examine candidates
desirous of becoming general practitioners,
should consist of general practitioners ap-
pointed by the Society of Apothecaries ; or
of members appointed severally by the

Apothecaries and the Colleges of Surgeons
and Physicians ?&mdash;I have ever been of opi-
nion that those who intended pursuing
either branch of the profession, should be
examined by that body to which they intend
to belong: because, having lived a great
many years in London, 1 am aware of the
jealousy that exists between those different
branches; and therefore I conceive that a
board composed of DIAMETRICALLY orro’
SITE ELEMENTS would not do.

64.&mdash;If a power of regulating the educa-
tion of general practitioners were entrusted
to the College of Physicians, would other
interests than those of the general practi-
tioner be consulted ?-I think that the Col-
lege would be very much disposed to look
after their own interests, and leave those of
the general practitioners as much as they
could out of the question. I have always
found the physician look upon the general
practitioner as his inferior. j

65.&mdash;What opinion do you entertain on
apprenticeships?&mdash;I think that a five years’
apprenticeship is necessary. But two or
three years are sufficient for acquiring all
the knowledge which the apothecary’s shop
is capable of communicating. There is a
moral good to be derived from it : for I
have known young men, at the age of six-
teen or seventeen, who had come to Lon-
don to attend the hospital, completely led
away from the course of study prescribed
for them, and ruined. It is much better to

keep them under the master, acquiring in-
formation in his house, than to let them loose
upon the puhlic, to do as they please while
in the hospitals.

66.-But does it necessarily follow that
they would be let loose upon the public at
the age of sixteen or seventeen ?-It does;
because the class of persons who bring up
their sons as general practitioners, cannot
afford to keep them at school after the age of
sixteen. What are they to do from sixteen
to eighteen or nineteen, at which latter age
they ought to come to the hospital? But as

every parent will regard an apprenticeship
as a more advantageous mode of disposing
of his son, I cannot tell why the Legislature
should interfere, and compel parents to ap-
prentice their sons.
67.-Do you consider army and navy sur-

geons, who have not served an apprentice-
ship, an exception to the rule of apprentice-
ship?-After they have been a considerable
number of years in the service, they acquire
a great deal of experience, and it would be

very hard to restrict them from commen-
cing general practice.

68.&mdash;If young men, not apprenticed, in
addition to the customary four-years’ course
of education in the University of Edinburgh,
were to pass twelve months in learning
pharmacy, why should they not be per-
mitted to act as general practitioners ?-If
they can give proof of that, there surely
can be no necessity for their undergoing an
apprenticeship.
69.-Were a graduate at Oxford after.

wards to study medicine, and, from the want.
of fortune, be at length precluded from
practising as a physician, why should he be
prevented from acting as a general practi-
tioner ? - I see no reason for preventing
him.

70-Ought general practitioners to be
permitted to charge for attendance, in pre-
ference to medicine ?-I think it would be
one of the greatest improvements to allow
them to charge a moderate fee for their
visits. It would also be much better for
their patients.

71.&mdash;You were for many years a general
practitioner ?-Yes; I retired from general
practice in 1814.
72.-On becoming a licentiate of the Col-

lege of Physicians, were you required to
retire from both the College of Surgeons,
and the Company of Apothecaries? - I
was, by the rules of the College of Physi.
cians.

73.-. On retiring, were you required to
pay a fine to both ?-I paid a fine to the

College of Surgeons, and a fine, I believe,
is payable to the Society of Apothecaries;
but the latter did not take any fine from me.

74.&mdash;In spite of many imperfections in
the Act, do you believe it to have been pro-
ductive of advantages to the public?-1 know
it from my own personal observation, and
I have had the gratification of hearing that
opinion pronounced by very competent au-
thority in the medical profession. I say
"the gratification," because I consider my-
self as having been chiefly instrumental in
producing such an Act.
75.-Are there any measures that you

wish to recommend, with a view of extend-
ing the benetits of the Apothecaries’ Act?
-There is one observation that I would
make. Whatever court of examiners is

appointed, whether it be of the three medi-
cal bodies together, or of the three separate,
no teacher of medicine in either of the
branches should be an examiner.
76.-In order to place him above the im-

putation of any selfish motive?&mdash;Not only
the imputation, but the temptation: for
there may be a temptation ; and I can only
account for gentlemen who have been educated
at Edinburgh, and who have received their
degrees there, being subsequently rejected at
Apothecaries’ I-lall, by inzagining that some
favouritism must have existed (at Edinburgh);
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and I have had some opportunities of know-
ing that men, very ignorant indeed, have

passed (at Edinburgh) in former years,through some such cause as favouritism.
! 77.&mdash;Explain more distinctly your allu.
: sion to the rejection of candidates who had

passed at Edinburgh ?-When I was an ex-
aminer, between August 1815 and 1817,
one gentleman came before me, who, accord-
ing io the testimonials he broaeglat, possessed
every requisite qualification, but who, to
the great astonishment of the court, was
found mast deficient. Indeed, a great many
other gentlemen who have taken their de-
grees at Edinburgh, have been refused the
licenseof the Hall; and I can only account
for their having passed, and received the
degree of that highly respectable Univer-
sity, by supposing that there must be some-
thing defective in the course of their exami-
nations.

78.&mdash;Had the Edinburgh gentlemen
undergone five years’ apprenticeship to

apothecaries in some parts of Great Britain ?
- They would not have been admitted to an
examination, I presume, without showing
their indentures.

79.&mdash;Would not one board of examiners
be preferable to two boards, for examining
general practitioners?&mdash;I do not think that
tic, board ought to be a joint board of sur-
geons and apoi.,’eecarie8.
80.- Should all candidates, desirous of

becoming general practitioners, be examined
in certain branches by the Company of

Apothecaries, and in other branches by the
College of Surgeons? &mdash; Yes. The two
bronches of practice are so connected, that it
is almost impossible to separate them.

ON THE SERIOUS EFFECTS OF CERTAIN

SLIGHT WOUNDS,
AND THE TREATMENT OF THE

RESULTING SWELLINGS.

To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SiR: The Reports, from time to time in

THE LANCET, of Dr. Wallace’s Clinical
Lectures, have, in many intances, possessed
great interest, and presented the profession
with information of much practical im
portance, particularly as regards that gen-
tleman’s treatment of scalded glottis in
c’.i’!j:e’t. and fcr the valuable instruction I
have received on that subject I beg to

make my grateful acknowledgments.
But what I have just read in THE LAN-

CET for May 28, respecting the extraordi-
nary case under the head of "Wounds,

poisonous, inflicted by a cock,"
and Dr. Wallace’s remarks thereon, have

certainly not a little amazed me. It ap-
pears that a boy, ten years old, received,
apparently, two slight wonnds on the back
and palm of the left hand, from the spurs
of a cock; immediately afterwards he felt
pain in the hand, and in the night it began
to swell, and continued to increase for four
days, until it was puffed at the palm and
back like a boxing-glove, attended by red-
ness and inflammation, which extended
some way up the arm, and a fiiushed cheek
and white tongue. On this "curious case"
as he terms it, Dr. Wallace remarks, " How
were the wounds inflicted, by the bill or by
the spur? It is said that they were caused
by the spurs." Then follow the subjoined
extraordinary comments :-

’ " Now can we conceive that such conse-

quences would so immediately have resulted
from wounds so trifling, if they were not
poisoned wounds ? I have several times
seen serious injuries result from wounds ill-
flicted by a cock. I believe it has never
been conjectured that a cock could inflict,
even by his hill, a poisoned wound. Yet I
see no reason to doubt the possibility of this.
I believe that any animal, when enraged, is
capable of causing a wound which may pre-
sent more or less "-more or less? that is, I
suppose, according to the quantum of poison-
ous rage the animal throws in at the time-
"of the characters of a poisoned wound."
Then comes a case in confirmation of this

view:&mdash;" We have," and gravely the lec-
turer says it, at this moment an example
in the house, of a wound, apparently poi-
soned, having been inflicted on a woman by
another woman’s bite on her finger." But
it is said that the wound in this child was
caused by the spur of the cock. Aye, by
the spur not the bill. How could a poison-
ous rage affect the spur? /* As the Doctor

truly says, " This increases the difficulty of
explaining matters." A case for the twelvejudges.
inow is not this the very witchery 01 snr-

gery,just as we have instances in these en-
lightened parts of ours, of sores and dis-
eases being produced in pigs, cows, horses,
men, women, and children, by what is

termed, and seriously believed in by many,
"over-looking" and "ill-wishing," and

which nothing can cure but "charming,"
for which there are numerous professors of
high repute and great practice ? But there
is nothing extraordinary in the case if we
view it in a natural way. The boy had re-
ceived the injury four days before this re-
port was made upon his case. Dr. Wallace
Ja) great stress upon the wounds being,
apparently, slight. "So slight were they
that they did not bleed, nor can you now
detect where they were seated." The
wounds might have appeared slight to the
boy, or to those about him, at the ti.ne of
infliction, but they might not be less serious
in a surgical point of view, especially that


